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MANDATES INFORMATION ACT OF

1999

SPEECH OF

HON. NANCY PELOSI
OF CALIFORNIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, February 10, 1999

The House in Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union had under
consideration the bill (H.R. 350) to improve
congressional deliberation on proposed Fed-
eral private sector mandates, and for other
purposes.

Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Chairman, the Waxman
amendment to H.R. 350 would provide equal
protection under the law.

If we can protect the private sector, surely
we can take the same step to protect the pub-
lic welfare.

H.R. 350 is dejavu all over again—it is the
same tired ‘‘Contract with America’’ attempt to
lessen the burden of federal mandates on pri-
vate business. It would provide a procedural
advantage to legislation where costs of more
than $100 million might be imposed by Con-
gress on the private sector. Under this proce-
dure, a point of order could be raised on any
bill the Congressional Budget Office (CBO)
determines would cost the private sector more
than $100 million a year. The point of order
could trigger a 20-minute debate and vote on
the cost of the legislation.

Who saves and who pays under this plan?
Protection of public health and safety and

the environment would seem the logical an-
swer and, yet, H.R. 350 defies logic. Remem-
ber, in this Congress the financial interests of
business outweigh protection of the public
good.

As an example: what if legislation on envi-
ronmental compliance for a business cost
$100 million or more? The legislation would be
subject to a point of order and debate. But, if
it were defeated, the public would suffer, in ef-
fect repealing federal environmental protec-
tion.

Why would we give this type of advantage
to business at the expense of the public? Why
would Congress put the interests of business
over protection of the public good?

The American Lung Association states,
‘‘This legislation will create new procedural
hurdles on legislation designed to safeguard
public health and the environment.’’ The Asso-
ciation cites as examples legislation to regu-
late tobacco or clean air that might be de-
feated as a result of this procedural protection.

The Waxman amendment would provide
equal footing to legislation that might weaken
or repeal mandates on the private sector
which protect the public’s health and safety, or
the environment. It would open the debate and
require a vote to provide the balance needed
to afford protection of the public interest, along
with the protection of business interests. The
Waxman amendment would require the CBO
to identify whether or not a bill contains any
such provisions that might threaten existing
environmental law and protection of the public.
A point of order could be raised, providing an
opportunity for debate and a vote where mem-
bers would be held accountable for their posi-
tion.

Over the past four years, we have experi-
enced repeated attempts to attach anti-envi-
ronment ‘‘riders’’ to critical legislation. There

has been a concerted plan by the Majority to
weaken or repeal the environmental progress
of the past two decades. In most cases, de-
bate has been closed and votes have not re-
sulted on these individual measures which
have threatened our forests, drinking water
and clean air. The Waxman amendment would
provide the same procedural obstacle to anti-
environmental legislation as proposed to pro-
tect business under H.R. 350. It would give
Congress an opportunity to open the debate
on issues with health and environmental con-
sequences.

H.R. 350 asks us to think twice about im-
posing a burden on the private sector and
think not once about the consequences for the
rest of society.

Think again—support the Waxman amend-
ment—vote ‘‘yes’’ to protect the public health
and our environment.
f

IN HONOR OF LITHUANIA’S
INDEPENDENCE DAY

HON. DENNIS J. KUCINICH
OF OHIO

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, February 11, 1999

Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Speaker, as Co-chair of
the Baltic Caucus I am particularly honored to
commemorate the 81st anniversary of the res-
toration of Lithuania’s independence together
with the 746th anniversary of the establish-
ment of the Lithuanian kingdom.

Lithuania is rich in history. This country has
continually been occupied by regimes which
exploited its natural resources and its people.
However, the seed of democracy continued to
grow within the Lithuanian people. In 1990,
after four decades of suppression, Lithuania fi-
nally achieved freedom and re-established the
independent Lithuanian state.

This hard-fought victory for independence
and democracy stands as a testament to the
courage, endurance and strength of the Lith-
uanian people. I am honored today as we
commemorate not only the original declaration
of Lithuanian independence, but the ongoing
sacrifices which these people endured to se-
cure their freedom. The Lithuanian struggle
stands as a symbol of the need to fight re-
pression and unjust domination throughout the
world.

I commend the people of Lithuania for their
vigilance through the many difficult years.
There is much cause to celebrate in Lithua-
nian communities everywhere. Lithuanian
Independence Day in Cleveland will be cele-
brated with a ceremony and arts programs at
our Lady of Perpetual Help Church.

I urge my colleagues to join me in com-
memorating the 81st anniversary of Lithuanian
Independence.
f

MISCELLANEOUS TRADE AND
TECHNICAL CORRECTIONS ACT
OF 1999

SPEECH OF

HON. MICHAEL N. CASTLE
OF DELAWARE

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Tuesday, February 9, 1999

Mr. CASTLE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
support H.R. 435, the ‘‘Miscellaneous Trade

and Technical Corrections Act of 1999’’. This
bill is one of the most closely scrutinized
pieces of legislation that ever comes to the
House floor. Numerous agencies review its
provisions to make sure they duty suspen-
sions it contains do not prejudice any domes-
tic producers of a good. This pre-legislative
scrutiny is the main reason similar omnibus
trade bills pass the Congress and are signed
by the President without controversy.

This legislation is intended to reduce con-
sumers’ cost of important products. These in-
clude cancer-fighting drugs and organic sub-
stances that can substitute for other chemicals
which are more harmful to the environment. I
am the sponsor of several of the duty suspen-
sion provisions in this bill, including
Resmethrin, used in an environmentally sen-
sitive home and garden pesticide that controls
flying and crawling insects. In addition, I spon-
sored a duty suspension for Diclofop-methyl, a
herbicide for wheat and barley. Unlike many
other herbicides, Diclofop-methyl does not
need to be tilled into the soil, which promotes
soil conservation.

Thidiazuron is another useful chemical in-
cluded in this legislation. It is a defoliant that
causes green bolls to drop to the ground ena-
bling cotton pickers to harvest clean whit cot-
ton with a green stain that reduces the value
of the crop. It also shed immature bolls which
are often the host sites for boll weevil infesta-
tion, a major threat to cotton production.
Again, it is environmentally superior to other
cotton defoliants because it requires less ac-
tive ingredient than other chemicals to provide
the same result. AgrEvo, the Delaware com-
pany that manufactures the defoliant, pack-
ages it in a water soluble bag in order to re-
duce exposure of the chemical to the skin of
farmers and farm workers who apply it.

Also included in a duty suspension for
Deltamethrin, an environmentally safer pes-
ticide used to kill fire ants, fleas, roaches, and
ticks. Without these duty suspensions, not
only would products cost more, but foreign
producers of the product who do not have to
pay tariffs on their ingredients would have an
advantage over American producers. That
means hundreds of fewer jobs for Dela-
wareans and thousands of other U.S. citizens.

In order to make cancer-fighting drugs more
affordable, promote a cleaner environment,
and protect American jobs, I encourage every
Member to support this bill and move it quickly
to the Oval office for President Clinton’s signa-
ture.
f

RECOGNIZING DALY JOSEPH
‘‘CAT’’ DOUCET

HON. CHRISTOPHER JOHN
OF LOUISIANA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, February 11, 1999
Mr. JOHN. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to rec-

ognize the late Sheriff Daly Joseph Doucet, af-
fectionately known to those in Louisiana as
the ‘‘Cat,’’ who was recently inducted into the
Louisiana Political Hall of Fame.

First elected Sheriff of St. Landry Parish in
1936, Cat Doucet quickly earned admiration
and respect as the top law enforcement officer
in the area. He would go on to serve 20 years
in this office—the longest in the rich history of
this parish. On January 30, 1999, he was rec-
ognized for this service with his induction into


		Superintendent of Documents
	2016-09-23T15:12:25-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




